




















State Comments on Havana Report.txt
From: Killeen, Deborah A [deborah.a.killeen@lmco.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2009 2:39 PM
To: Strauss, Jerome
Cc: Hoffman.Stephen@epamail.epa.gov; Kohler.James@epamail.epa.gov; 
Miller, Dennis A
Subject: FW: State Comments on Dynegy's Havana Power Plant Draft Report

Jerry,

Please find comments from the State on the Dynegy - Havana facility draft 
final report.

Deborah A Killeen
Quality Assurance Officer
Lockheed Martin/REAC
732-321-4245 (office)
609-865-9308 (cell)
732-494-4021 (fax)

-----Original Message-----
From: Kohler.James@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Kohler.James@epamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2009 1:12 PM
To: Miller, Dennis A; Killeen, Deborah A
Cc: Hoffman.Stephen@epamail.epa.gov
Subject: State Comments on Dynegy's Havana Power Plant Draft Report

Dennis and Deb:

Attached are comments from the state on the Dynegy Havana Power Plant Draft 
Report. They should be verified and incorporated accordingly,
specifically:

>please refer to Paul's comments on Wood River regarding what he calls
"cover language" to increase precision of report language by making clear what 
can be concluded from a visual inspection and review of the records.
>please clarify whether the school is in the breach wave inundation area 
>are there additional reasons beyond the fact that south pond is closed
that can be used to justify exclusion from report?

Ultimately, we would like to include all original comments
(EPA/state/facility) in a separate appendix in the Final Report. EPA will 
prepare a response to comments page which will be placed in front of the 
original comments in the Appendix.

If you have any questions or concerns with these directions please feel free 
to call me or Steve. Thanks!

*************************************************************
Jim Kohler, P.E.
Environmental Engineer
LT, U.S. Public Health Service
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Resource Conservation and Recovery
Phone: 703-347-8953
Fax: 703-308-8433
*************************************************************

----- Forwarded by James Kohler/DC/USEPA/US on 08/17/2009 04:19 PM -----
|------------>
| From:      |
|------------>
 
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |"Mauer, Paul" <Paul.Mauer@Illinois.gov>
|
 
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
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|------------>
| To:        |
|------------>
 
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |James Kohler/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
|
 
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
|------------>
| Date:      |
|------------>
 
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |08/13/2009 12:39 PM
|
 
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
|------------>
| Subject:   |
|------------>
 
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |RE: Request for review - Havana
|
 
>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|

This report also suffers from the use of too much 'cover' language.
However the overall determination that the East structure is satisfactory is 
consistent with our opinion of the structure.

I am concerned with the reference to a school in 2.5. If the school is not in 
the breach wave inundation area, there is no basis for mentioning it.  If it 
is within the breach wave and, therefore, within the planning area of the EAP, 
both facts should be clearly stated.

I was interested that the consultant made no effort regarding the South Pond.  
Being older and constructed prior to current technical requirements, that pond 
has a higher probability of failure.  It is a Low hazard structure, but if the 
consultant was directed to inspect only the High hazard structures, the Wood 
River report includes too much information on the West structure there.  If 
the point was to look at all structures at sites that include a High hazard 
dam, the South Pond at Havana should have been investigated.

I would like to recieve a final copy of each report for our file.
Electronic copies would be fine if that works for you.

Paul

-----Original Message-----
From: Kohler.James@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Kohler.James@epamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, August 12, 2009 1:42 PM
To: Mauer, Paul
Subject: RE: Request for review

Paul,

Thank you for these comments. They will be forwarded to the contractor to 
improve the quality of the report. Below is the link to the Havana 
report/appendices (these links expire after 7 days so the original one I sent 
Jason may no longer be operable).
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Havana report:
https://www.yousendit.com/download/Y1RveUNFQXBRYSt4dnc9PQ

Havana report appendices:
https://www.yousendit.com/download/Y1RveUNFQXBPSHp2Wmc9PQ

*************************************************************
Jim Kohler, P.E.
Environmental Engineer
LT, U.S. Public Health Service
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Resource Conservation and Recovery
Phone: 703-347-8953
Fax: 703-308-8433
*************************************************************

|------------>
| From:      |
|------------>

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |"Mauer, Paul" <Paul.Mauer@Illinois.gov>
|

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
|------------>
| To:        |
|------------>

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |James Kohler/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
|

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
|------------>
| Date:      |
|------------>

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |08/12/2009 02:23 PM
|

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
|------------>
| Subject:   |
|------------>

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |RE: Request for review
|

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|

Reviewed the draft report for Wood River.  Generally the report is too full of 
'outs' like "The embankments appear to be safe from overtopping..."  The 
inspector is expected to provide factual information, limited only by the 
standards set for the inspection.  If he was not allowed to confirm the 
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probability of overtopping, the conclusion should not be listed.  The report 
is formatted as a full inspection, but it appears that the conclusions only 
support a visual assessment.  Not having the scope of work, and not having 
been invited to the inspection, it is hard to provide more detailed comments.

In the Size and Hazard Classification section the report indicates that the 
EAPS is not listed in the National Database.  The EAPS is listed under ID No. 
IL50536.  The High hazard classification is based on both the treatment plant 
and the adjacent indistrial products distribution facility adjacent to the 
treatment plant.

Jason has initially indicated that he did not receive the Havana report.
He is looking at his e-mail again.

Paul

-----Original Message-----
From: Kohler.James@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Kohler.James@epamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2009 3:30 PM
To: Mauer, Paul
Subject: Re: Request for review

Paul,

What facility are your referring to?

Here are the folks I sent the draft assessment reports to who attended the 
inspections:

For Dynergy Midwest Generation, Inc. - Havana Power Plant Chris Liebman, Ted 
Dragovich, Doug Van Nattan - Illinois Environmental Protection Agency

For Dynergy Midwest Generation, Inc. - Wood River Power Station Chris 
Liebmann, Ted Dragovich, Kenneth Smith - Illinois Environmental Protection 
Agency

I'm not sure what the invitation process was for these inspections, but I also 
sent these reports to Jason Campbell for review. Do you work with him?

*************************************************************
Jim Kohler, P.E.
Environmental Engineer
LT, U.S. Public Health Service
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Resource Conservation and Recovery
Phone: 703-347-8953
Fax: 703-308-8433
*************************************************************

|------------>
| From:      |
|------------>

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |"Mauer, Paul" <Paul.Mauer@Illinois.gov>
|

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
|------------>
| To:        |
|------------>

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |James Kohler/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
|

Page 4



State Comments on Havana Report.txt

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
|------------>
| Date:      |
|------------>

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |08/06/2009 01:08 PM
|

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
|------------>
| Subject:   |
|------------>

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|
  |Request for review
|

>-----------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------|

Just need to verify.  You understand that if I open the attachments to review 
them, they are public documents.  At that point I have no control over the 
public's access to them.

Also I am interested in why I would be asked to do a review when I was not 
offered the chance to participate in the inspection?

Paul Mauer, Jr., P.E.
Senior Dam Safety Engineer
Illinois Dam Safety Program
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